When L is of the form (1. 1), uniqueness in Cauchy's problem for solutions of Lu = Q was shown by several mathematicians (see cf. [1] , [4] , [5] , [7] , [9] , [16] ). On the other hand, when the coefficients of L in (1. 1) are smooth, Landis [12] and Lavrentev [13] proved that any solution u of Lu = 0 satisfying the following two conditions vanishes identically in Q:( i) weC 2 G0) and Lu = Q in Q,
(ii) u, u Xi = 0(exp( -r~5)) (r-»0) along r, where d is a positive constant depending only on Z, and F. Their method may be said to give an explicit estimate expressing a relation between the solution and the Cauchy data.
In this note we shall give another proof for their results. Our method will be applied to the elliptic system where Li, L 2 are of the form (1. 1) whose coefficients are sufficiently smooth and the nonlinear part of the right of (1. 4) satisfies the Lipschitz condition as in (1.3) . Uniqueness for solutions of (1.4) was shown by several mathematicians (see cf. [10] , [11] , [15] , [17] , [18] , [19] ). In particular, Mizohata [15] 3) proved that the solution ^eC 4 (5) of (1. 4) vanishes identically in Q if the Cauchy data of u vanishes on F, He used the singular integral method developed by Calderon [3] . On the other hand, Pederson [17] , Protter [18] and Shirota [19] proved that the solution ^eC 4 (]2) of (1. 3. In this section we see how the behavior of the solutions of (1. 2) or (1. 4) is controled by the Cauchy data. This section is essen-/ i \ -» tially based on Mizohata's result [15] . We set <p n (xi) = \Xi-t---J and \ n / write 0>«(#i) simply by <p.
Lemma 3.1 (Mizohata [15] ). Let Li, L 2 be second order elliptic operators of the form (1. 1) with sufficiently smooth coefficients in Q a . Let WZE C 3 (^) n C 4 (a-{0} ). Assume that 
By (3. 7) this inequality becomes
Let us take h + -sufficiently small and nh sufficiently large. We % easily see that in order to prove
it is sufficient to show that we can choose n in such a way that Noting that K2 log (5/3), we can take n in such a way that
6+£'
It is easily seen that the inequality (3. 14) implies (3. 12), (3. 13; and that H^->OO. Thus we have proved (3.9).
Secondly we consider the system of second order differential in-
where each L # is the elliptic operator of the form (1.1). Proof. We may assume # (0) = 0. Let us write simply by C the constants independent of R. We take a C°° function such that fl in r<i we can see that the remaining terms on the right of (5. 21) are absorbed by the right of (5. 22) On the other hand the sphere S* is mapped into the following set: Let n tend to infinity. Then u = Q in 5^0/ 2 . Therefore ^ vanishes identically by the well known result with respect to the uniqueness in Cauchy's problem.
Proof of Theorem 1. It is sufficient to prove the existence of d such that the solutions {u p } of (3. 
